Wa 10|,
810 ‘83
Il

H/S 27
AUG 1019t

Mr. Eric Egbers

Kashirgtor Dspartmert of Ecolagy
Southwest Regtoral Cffice

7:7e Llearwater |ane

Ulympia, WA 98504
RE: Cormerts nr PNT's Draft Gloeure and Post-{losure Plan fer RBT Pit.
Dear Mr. bgbers:

This lettsr follnwe EPA'S draft comments trersmitted *o you via the jaro o
July 27, 1983, The purpose of this letter is to comment on the "major*®
shortcomings of tha Draft (lesure Plan for Ridgefield Brick anst Tile Site
Rigcefleld, hashington submitted By Pacitic Weod (rertirg (orparaticn ann
received by EPA on July 20, 1982, EPA's commerts will be preserted vrder
the feliowirg headings:

A. Geperal Lomments:

¥DYan 1s ceraerally comprehengsive and well corr,

*a state (onsent Decree in which both EPA arc 'DCE would be a party
woulad 2rpear to the hest avenue to enforce preper care of the hazardous
waste (hW) disposed at PWT ir the post-closure tire frame,

*The wygpregl site cid nrot gualify for interim status arn therefore
cannot lagalily be closed as an irterim statu® Tacility. EPA 1s w rg to
accept, hrwgver, ar environmentally soung closure aliernative that ircludes
measures equivalent to the interim status clesure ang pest-closure
reauirements, if such closure and post-clasure requirements can he
incorporated into an EPA enforcesble cocument such as a corsert agreement,
The optinn that most closely mests EPA's environmental conceret 1c Iptior
IIIO

*A1l the Optinrs need to slahorate on how the rative cnil {clay) will he
compacted as cover and/or lirer material to yfeld a 10*%-p cm/eeC
permeability,

*iotion [1] shoula ca1l for the removal of the contamirated sofl
underlying the present "refuse area™ down to the cemert gravel,

*The toe drain ip Optioe [1I should be irside the Xk cell in oracer to
drain the cell,

*There 1t 3 notential weaskness in the design of “ption [II, Since the
mica sand will be removed under the Hw cell with no banrking of the clay
Yiner., 1t teems possible that GW [lnw may enter the cell froe the mica <a
layer exposed in the bank, This weakness may he remedied by banking the
clay Yirer and extencdirg it uvp to the cover or the upcradient cige,

*| eachate that is presently in the RBT pond and that is generated from
the closure ang pott-closure sctivity neecs to rreated a< HK.
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B. Ground-water Monftoring {40 CFR 265.90-265.54):

*The unsaturated Gw zome monitoring is 2 pnssible important early
detection ton) to cetermice a breach nt the Hii cell frtegrity but will rog
satisfy the GN monitoring requirements of RCRA, The unsaturated zone
mopitoring is eet required by FCRA,

*BRT reeds to cesign 8 CW moritorirg system that i corsistent with 40
CFR 265 Subpart F put which considers that this site will be closed. This
system shovld incluce four monitoring vells (ope up ard three down), Some
of these wells ir the system may be the wells already identified in PKT's
Preliminary GW Repert.

*The abnve coreent agreement must aadre<s possinle future corrective
actions 1f the existirg ground water cortamiration is not abatea by this
closure or if post-clesure monitoring documents an ervirormertal release of
W constitutents,

*The chemical parameters propoted are not totally appropriate for
post-clasure GW momnitoring. The parameters selected should reflect the HW
in the pit (e.g. , Lu, {r, As, PCP parsweters, (reosote par2meters, ofc.),

*PYT needs to address how background GN conditions will be determined,
PP scan might he appropriste to =stablishea hackgreura conditions in bath up
and down gradient wells,

*Sampling frequescy might be auarterly for the first year ang
semiannually for the subsequent years with a provision for adjustment after
three years if the recultc warrant it,

C. Gereral (losure and Pest-Closure (265.110-265.120):

*The post-closure perfod reeas to definmed ir e draft as 30 years
period,

*The eurvey plat (40 CFR 55.119) ara certificatior (0 CFR 265.115)
shoula be corsidered closure functiors and not post-clasure functicns,

*Thig Certitication shanlg also be deope hy ar incapendent PE,

*The notice in Deed to Property (40 CFR £65.119) of iiW activity should
be aadressea in {losure,

D. Financial {40 CFR 265.145):
*Sirce post-clasure firancial assvrance is recuirea, a peet-closure cost
estimate needs to be done by PKT.

E. Landf1Y) Closure and Post-Closure (30 CFR 725,310 ;.

¥Thie sactior i< reperally well 2ddressed.

*Draft did not address the nobility ard the expected rate of migration
of HW [«0 CFR £85.310{c)(2)]. A literature curvey mzy suffice.

*Draft did rot describe how PWT was going to treat leachate as reguired
by 40 CFR £u5.310(d}(2). PUT dia rot de?ine vhat fc 'sachate,
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Pisase call Michael Grown (442-2862) if vou have questicns ar reed clarifi-
cation of the ahove comments,

Sincerely,
Kerneth U, Feigrer, Chief

Kaste Management Branch

cc: David Myer, Battelle-hiorthwest, Richlanc
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